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DETAILED ACTION 
Continued Examination Under 37 CFR 1. 1 14 

A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this 
application is eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, and the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e) has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action 
has been withdrawn pursuant to 37 CFR 1.114. Applicant's submission filed on 8/27/07 
has been entered. 

Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments filed 7/6/07 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. 

Page 14, first paragraph: 

The applicant argues that Dureau does not meet the limitation of access site 
information furnishing means for determining whether access site information 
corresponding to said detailed information furnishing means has been registered, and 
for furnishing said access site information if said access site information has been 
registered. As Dureau teaches a system wherein information is sent to the receiver, the 
information indicating whether the content is trusted (figures 4 and 5), this is interpreted 
as being equivalent to the limitation as whether the content is trusted is information 
corresponding to the content. 
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The remaining arguments deal with the same grounds as the above argument 
and are therefore considered addressed. 

Claim Rejections • 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1, 3-5, 7-9, 16-20, 22-24, 26-28, and 32-38 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 
103(a) as being unpatentable over Wolzien in view of Moon in further view of Dureau. 

Referring to claim 1, Wolzien discloses a system which provides direct 
automated access to online information via a URL embedded within the audiovisual 
signal. More specifically, Wolzien discloses a transmission means (i.e., public/private 
network connected via transmission line), detailed information furnishing means (i.e., 
online info providers), access site information furnishing means (i.e., network), means 
for detecting pre-set signal (i.e., embedded signal), and a means for connecting to and 
acquiring the access site information. (Abstract ; Col. 1, Ln. 5-11 ; Col. 2, LN. 59-67 
thru Col. 3, Ln. 1-15 & 24-49 ; Col. 4, Ln. 63-Col. 5, Ln. 67; Col. 7, Ln. 22-67 thru Col. 8, 
Ln. 1-5 ; Figure 1). 

Although Wolzien does disclose the embedded signal could be located within a 
commercial message, he does not specifically teach the system can detect the 
commercial itself. However, at the time of Applicant's invention, the detection of 
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commercial messages in broadcast communications was notoriously well-known as 
evidenced by Moon et al. (Abstract; Col. 1, Ln. 7-12 & 45-50; Col. 2, Ln. 57-Col. 3, Ln. 
17). Accordingly, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in this art at 
the time of Applicant's invention to combine the systems of Wolzien and Moon, thereby 
providing a more efficient method of supplying direct automated access to online data 
provided in commercial messages. 

Wolzien and Moon do not disclose a means for determining whether access site 
information corresponding to said detailed information furnishing means has been 
registered, and for furnishing said access site information if said access site information 
has been registered. 

Dureau discloses a means for determining whether access site information 
corresponding to said detailed information furnishing means has been registered, and 
for furnishing said access site information if said access site information has been 
registered (column 6, lines 26-34). 

At the time of the invention it would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in 
the art to add the site verification taught by Dureau to the system disclosed by Wolzien 
and Moon. The motivation would have been to make sure that the content is authentic 
(column 2, lines 20-21). 

Claims 5, 16, 20, 24, 32, and 35 correspond to claim 1. Thus, each is analyzed 
and rejected as previously discussed. 
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As to claim 3, Wolzien further teaches the pre-set signal can be embedded within 
a commercial message. (Abstract & Col. 1, Ln. 45-50). Accordingly, the combined 
systems of Wolzien, Moon, and Dureau disclose all limitations of claim 3. 

Claims 8, 18, 22, 27, 33, and 37 correspond to the system claim 3. Thus, each is 
analyzed and rejected as previously discussed. 

As to claim 4, Wolzien further teaches the access site information can be a URL. 
(Abstract & Col. 1, Ln. 5-11). Although not explicitly discussed, Wolzien teaches the 
provision of online information via an address (i.e., URL address). Thus, it is inherently 
disclosed. Accordingly, the combined systems of Wolzien, Moon, and Dureau disclose 
all limitations of claim 4. 

Claims 9, 19, 23, 28, 34, and 38 correspond to the system claim 4. Thus, it is 
analyzed and rejected as previously discussed. 

As to Claim 7, Wolzien further teaches the use of a storage means for storing the 
URL addresses. (Col. 3, Ln. 50-57 ; Col. 5, Ln. 42-67 thru Col. 6, Ln. 1-7). But, 
Wolzien fails to disclose the remaining limitations of claim 7. However, the Examiner 
takes Official Notice that, at the time of Applicant's invention, it was notoriously well- 
known in this art to allow users to browse commercial messages, (as evidenced by 
Hendricks et a/, US Pat. No. 5,600,364 at Col. 16, Ln. 23-25). Accordingly, it would 
have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in this art at the time of Applicant's 
invention to modify the combined systems of Wolzien, Moon, and Dureau with the 
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teachings of Hendricks in order to provide a multimedia system which also allows the 
user to view commercials at his or her convenience. 

Claims 17, 26, and 36 correspond to the system claim 7. Thus, each is analyzed 
and rejected as previously discussed. 

Claims 2, 6, 10-15, 21, 25, and 29-31 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Wolzien in view of Moon in view of Dureau as applied to claim 
1 above, and further in view of Matthews. 

Claim 2 recites the system of Claim 1 , further comprising limitations which will not 
be recited here, however each limitation will be addressed, (refer to claim sheet). As 
discussed above, the combined systems of Wolzien, Moon, and Dureau disclose all 
limitations of claim 1, but fail to specifically recite the limitations of claim 2. However, 
within the same field of endeavor, Matthews discloses a similar system in which an 
Electronic Programming Guide detects the signal transmission time and channel via a 
connection to an enhanced content and media server. (Abstract ; Col. 4, Ln. 27-65 ; 
Col. 7, Ln. 9-41 ; Col. 9, Ln. 56-67 thru Col. 10, Ln. 1-13 ; Figures 1-3 & 5). 
Accordingly, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in this art at the time of 
applicant's invention to combine the systems of Wolzien, Moon, and Matthews in order 
to provide a system wherein the user could readily identify supplemental information 
related to audiovisual signals and access that same information automatically, without 
the need to move to a separate computer terminal. 
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Claims 6, 21, and 25 correspond to claim 2. Thus, each is analyzed and rejected 
accordingly. 

Claim 10 recites an information processing apparatus comprising limitations too 
numerous to recite herein, (please refer to claim sheet). The limitations of claim 10 are 
only combinations of limitations from claim 1, 2, and 7. Accordingly, it would have been 
obvious to one having ordinary skill in this art at the time of Applicant's invention to 
further modify the combined systems of Wolzien, Moon, and Matthews with the teaching 
of Hendricks (taken from Claim 7's Official Notice) in order to provide a multimedia 
system which also allows the user to view commercials at his or her convenience. 

The limitations of claims 1 1 and 12 correspond to those recited in claims 3 and 4, 
respectively. Accordingly, each is analyzed and rejected accordingly. 

The limitations of claim 13 are combinations of limitations from claims 1 and 2. 
Thus, it is analyzed and rejected as previously discussed. 

Claims 14 and 15 correspond to claims 3 and 4, respectively. Thus, each is 
analyzed and rejected as previously discussed. 

Claim 29 recites limitations which are combinations of claims 1 and 2. Thus, it is 
analyzed and rejected as previously discussed. 

Claims 30 and 31 corresponds to claims 3 and 4, respectively. Thus, each is 
analyzed and rejected as previously discussed. 
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Claims 39 and 40 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Wolzien in view of Moon in view of Dureau as applied to claim 1 above, and further 
in view of Goldschmidt. 

Claim 39 recites the system of Claim 1, wherein the detecting section detects 
said commercial message from said transmission signal sent based on at least one 
transmission property of said commercial message. As discussed above, the combined 
systems of Wolzien, Moon, and Dureau disclose all limitations of Claim 1, but fail to 
disclose those of Claim 39. However, within the same field of endeavor, Goldschmidt 
discloses a similar system which identifies commercial messages based upon the 
sound volume. (Col. 5, Ln. 27-49). Accordingly, it would have been obvious to one 
having ordinary skill in this art at the time of Applicant's invention to modify the 
combined system of Wolzien, Moon, and Dureau with the teaching of Goldschmidt in 
order to provide an alternative method of identifying commercial messages. 
Claim 40 is encompassed within the rejection of Claim 39. Thus, it is analyzed and 
rejected as previously discussed. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Justin E. Shepard whose telephone number is (571) 
272-5967. The examiner can normally be reached on 7:30-5 M-F. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Chris Kelley can be reached on (571) 272-7331. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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SUPERVISORY PATENT EXAMINER 
TECHNOLOGY CENTER 2600 



